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PHL 400: Advanced Writing in Philosophy
Spring 2022 – Prof. Soazig Le Bihan

Course Description

This 1-credit course is intended for senior philosophy majors and satisfies the Advanced College
Writing requirement. It is taken in conjunction with a concurrently offered 400-level philosophy
seminar. In this course, you will be given the opportunity to develop your writing skills in
philosophy and your ability to complete a longer research paper.

Learning Goals

Upon completion of this course, you will be able to:
•
•
•
•
•
•

(LG1) Identify advanced philosophical questions and write about these questions in a
suitable, academic manner.
(LG2) Locate, evaluate, analyze, and synthesize philosophical information from both primary
and secondary sources.
(LG3) Identify different points of view and charitably represent these views in your writing.
(LG4) Address your writing to a specific philosophical audience, and do so using suitable
philosophical prose.
(LG5) Make use of multiple drafts, revision, and editing as part of your academic inquiries
and preparation of your written work.
(LG6) Document and cite primary and secondary sources, and make use of digital archives
and online journals.

Course Requirements

1. Information Literacy Exercise: You will complete an information literacy exercise at the
Mansfield Library involving how to research and properly cite philosophy sources.
2. Draft and Rewrite of Exegetical Paper: You will write a 3-4 page exegetical paper. You
will submit a draft; be given written feedback; revise your paper in light of this feedback; and
submit a finished version.
3. Research Paper: You will write a 10-12 page research paper. You will submit a paper
proposal; then submit a draft of your paper; be given written feedback; revise your paper in
light of this feedback; and submit a finished version.
Requirement
Information Literacy Exercise
Draft of Exegetical Paper
Rewrite of Exegetical Paper
Research Paper – Prospectus
Research Paper – Paper Draft
Research Paper – Rewrite

Percentage of Final Grade
5%
10%
10%
15%
30%
30%

Due Date
TBA
Feb 20, 2022
March 6, 2022
March 27, 2022
April 24, 2022
May 13, 2022
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Assignments and Assessment:1
Information Literacy Exercise: Date TBA
More information soon.

Exegetical Paper
Draft of Exegetical Paper
Purpose:
An exegesis is an exercise in which you summarize and explain the viewpoint of an author you are engaging with.
You need to prove to your audience that you understand the relevant material and can explain it charitably, or else
they may assume that you are providing a distorted interpretation of their view. The larger purpose of this
assignment is thus to foster your ability to charitably understand, analyze, and critically assess someone’s view and
argument on a complex issue.
Learning Goals: This assignment serves LG2-6.
Skills: This assignment will help you foster the following skills: research, critical thinking/problem solving,
analytical reasoning, creative thinking, communication, and team work (good team work starts with charitable
understanding of each other’s views). (See NACE competencies).
Knowledge: This assignment will also help you to become more familiar with one specific area of philosophy of law
of your choice.
Task: Your task is to write an exegetical paper in which you (1) present an accurate articulation of the problem that
the author is addressing, (2) present an accurate reconstruction of the view and argument of the author, (3) a careful
critical analysis of that view and argument pertaining to the problem, (4) use textual evidence in support of your
analysis.
Criteria for Success: See Appendix.

Rewrite of Exegetical Paper
Purpose:
The draft and the rewrite share a large portion of their larger purpose and target goals. So, all of the above applies
here. That said, the rewrite also served its own specific purpose. It aims at teaching you that engaging in the rewriting process through multiple drafts is beneficial to complete a high-quality product. In your professional life,
you most important projects will benefit from going through this process. Accordingly, your grade for the rewrite
will include a 25% portion devoted to the quality of your engagement in the rewriting process.
Task
Genuinely re-write your paper, rather than merely making minor revisions. This requires rethinking your ideas and
arguments. You should be improving your paper based on the comments and feedback I gave you. But rather than
just responding to each comment in isolation, you should also be reworking the overall structure and argument of
your paper. You also need to submit a 1-page double-spaced cover letter with your rewrite. In the cover letter you
should explain the major changes that you made to your paper. Those changes may be substantive in terms of how
you improved your exegesis or arguments, or organizational in terms of how you restructured your paper. Be very
specific. So, you need to detail what your arguments originally were and how you improved them (for example, to
clarify something or to respond to an objection). Explain specifically what structural changes you made to which
paragraphs and why.

This assignment roughly follows the Transparent Assignment Template by Mary-Ann Winkelmes
(https://tilthighered.com/assets/pdffiles/Transparent%20Assignment%20Template.pdf).
1
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Criteria for Success: See Appendix.

Research Paper
Research Paper – Prospectus
Purpose:
The larger purpose of this assignment is to develop your ability to manage large projects. Large projects start with a
plan. This is your plan for your research paper, which you have roughly two months to complete.
Learning Goals: This assignment serves LG1-6.
Skills: This assignment will help you foster the following skills: research, critical thinking/problem solving,
analytical reasoning, creative thinking, communication, time-management, and work ethics (See NACE
competencies).
Knowledge: This assignment will also help you to become more familiar with one specific area of philosophy of law
of your choice. Such area may (or may not!) be related to your plans for a future career in the legal field.
Task: Your task is to write a prospectus in which you (1) identify a specific point of controversy in the current
literature, (2) formulate your (tentative) view regarding that question, (3) articulate the short outline of a (tentative)
argument in support of your thesis, (4) provide a reasoned bibliography of articles/books that you plan on reading,
synthetizing, and critically assessing in order to write the draft of your paper, (5) draft a plan for writing your draft
(with clear steps and self-imposed deadlines).
Criteria for Success: See Appendix

Research Paper – Draft
Purpose:
The larger purpose of this assignment is to develop your ability to manage large projects. Large projects start with a
plan. This is your plan for your research paper, which you have roughly two months to complete.
Skills: This assignment will help you foster the following skills: research, critical thinking/problem solving,
analytical reasoning, creative thinking, communication, time-management, and work ethics (See NACE
competencies).
Learning Goals: This assignment serves LG1-6.
Knowledge: This assignment will also help you to become more familiar with one specific area of philosophy of law
of your choice. Such area may (or may not!) be related to your plans for a future career in the legal field.
Task: Your task is to write a full draft of your research paper.
Criteria for Success:
I will follow Professor Micah T. Lewin’s rubric.

Research Paper – Rewrite

This assignment conjoins the purpose and goals of the research paper and a rewrite described above. Accordingly,
just like for the exegetical paper rewrite, the quality of your engagement with the provided feedback will count for
25% of your final grade. You also need to provide a cover letter as is described for the exegetical paper rewrite.
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Appendix: Assessment Rubrics
Exegetical Paper
Problem (10 pts)

Author’s view and
argument (30 pts)

Critical analysis
(30 pts)

Textual evidence
(20 pts)

Writing (10 points)

A range: Excellent
Impressively clear,
concise, and precise
articulation.

B range: Good
Accurate and clear
articulation. Lacks
precision and
concision.

Impressively clear,
concise, and precise
articulation of the
author’s view. The
reconstruction of
the argument is
accurate and
charitable. It
extracts the
premises and
argument structure
in an insightful way.
Insightful analysis
that reveals a
serious problem in
the author’s
view/argument.
Engages in counterarguments and
possible responses.
Concise and
relevant evidence is
provided. Insightful
explanation of how
the evidence
supports the
analysis.
Winning Intro.
Clear structure.
Nearly flawless
prose.

Clear and accurate
articulation of the
author’s view. The
reconstruction of
the argument is also
well done. It
extracts the
premises/conclusion
and argument
structure in an
accurate and
charitable way.
Good analysis that
reveals a
problematic aspect
of the author’s
view. Consider
counter-arguments.
Relevant evidence
is provided. Its
relevance is
accurately
explained.
Clear intro. Wellorganized. Minor
errors / typos.

C range: Basic
Articulation of the
problem that is
reasonably accurate
but slightly unclear.
May also lack
precision/concision.
Reasonably clear
and accurate
articulation of the
author’s view. The
reconstruction of
the argument is a
mere summary
without isolating the
premises/
conclusion and
argument structure.

D range: Poor
Articulation of the
problem that misses
a key element of the
problem and/or is
superficial and/or is
very unclear.
The articulation of
the author’s view is
inaccurate and/or
very unclear. The
argument’s
reconstruction of
the argument is an
inaccurate and/or
non-charitable
summary.

Basic analysis that
reveals a superficial
problem, or an
slightly inaccurate
problem, within the
author’s
view/argument.

Poor analysis. The
problem is a
strawman and/or
very superficial.
The analysis is
unconvincing and
misguided.

Insufficient appeal
to textual evidence
and/or irrelevant
evidence and/or no
explanation of
relevance for the
analysis
Basic intro. Basic
organization. Some
errors/typos.

Serious lack of
textual evidence.

Incomplete intro
and/or lacking
organization and/or
not proofread.
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Exegetical Paper – Rewrite
Problem (10 pts)

Author’s view and
argument (20 pts)

Critical analysis
(20 pts)

Textual evidence
(15 pts)

Engagement with
feedback (25 pts)

Writing (10 points)

A range: Excellent
Impressively clear,
concise, and precise
articulation.

B range: Good
Accurate and clear
articulation. Lacks
precision and
concision.

Impressively clear,
concise, and precise
articulation of the
author’s view. The
reconstruction of
the argument is
accurate and
charitable. It
extracts the
premises and
argument structure
in an insightful way.
Insightful analysis
that reveals a
serious problem in
the author’s
view/argument.
Engages in counterarguments and
possible responses.
Concise and
relevant evidence is
provided. Insightful
explanation of how
the evidence
supports the
analysis.
Excellent
engagement with
feedback. The paper
has been genuinely
rewritten. Revisions
are beautifully
integrated. The
cover letter is clear
and specific.
Winning Intro.
Clear structure.
Nearly flawless
prose.

Clear and accurate
articulation of the
author’s view. The
reconstruction of
the argument is also
well done. It
extracts the
premises/conclusion
and argument
structure in an
accurate and
charitable way.
Good analysis that
reveals a
problematic aspect
of the author’s
view. Consider
counter-arguments.
Relevant evidence
is provided. Its
relevance is
accurately
explained.
Good engagement
with feedback. The
paper features
genuine revisions
but that are a bit
isolated and not
perfectly integrated.
The cover letter is
clear and specific.
Clear intro. Wellorganized. Minor
errors / typos.

C range: Basic
Articulation of the
problem that is
reasonably accurate
but slightly unclear.
May also lack
precision/concision.
Reasonably clear
and accurate
articulation of the
author’s view. The
reconstruction of
the argument is a
mere summary
without isolating the
premises/
conclusion and
argument structure.

D range: Poor
Articulation of the
problem that misses
a key element of the
problem and/or is
superficial and/or is
very unclear.
The articulation of
the author’s view is
inaccurate and/or
very unclear. The
argument’s
reconstruction of
the argument is an
inaccurate and/or
non-charitable
summary.

Basic analysis that
reveals a superficial
problem, or an
slightly inaccurate
problem, within the
author’s
view/argument.

Poor analysis. The
problem is a
strawman and/or
very superficial.
The analysis is
unconvincing and
misguided.

Insufficient appeal
to textual evidence
and/or irrelevant
evidence and/or no
explanation of
relevance for the
analysis
Basic engagement
with feedback.
Minor revision have
been implemented.
The cover letter is
accurate and clear.

Serious lack of
textual evidence.

Basic intro. Basic
organization. Some
errors/typos.

Incomplete intro
and/or lacking
organization and/or
not proofread.

Poor engagement
with feedback. The
rewrite lacks several
important revisions
and/or cover letter is
vague and
unhelpful.
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Research Paper – Prospectus
Description of Criteria
Identify an advanced philosophical question in the literature
Identify at least two points of view regarding the philosophical question of
choice
Locate such points of view in recent, primary literature (secondary literature
is optional)
Concisely and charitably synthetize these views, i.e. briefly explain:
• how they specifically address the question,
• how they differ in their responses,
• what their strengths and weaknesses are.
Formulate a clear thesis:
• in a clear, concise statement, and
• that answers the question directly.
Articulate an argument in support of the thesis:
• Identify major sections/points of the paper
• Briefly explain supporting details
Offer a reasonably complete bibliography that contains:
• recent primary literature (secondary literature is optional),
• accurately and completely referenced,
• and with a brief explanation of how this will help advance your
project
Offers a clear plan for future research with concrete, SMART goals
Proper, consistent, and neat formatting. No typos.
TOTAL

Points
Possible
10
10
10
10

10
20
20

5
5
100

Points
awarded
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